
r — ~ 1~ç ~ &~_~ .r,U.S..Environmental Protection Agency, RcgioirlX... - :
~ 2 ~‘ ~ - q • ~.. .

75 Hawthorne Street (ENF-2-2), San Francisco, CA 94105

NOTICE OF INSPECTION
~~

~j ~s~sI t~frIJ ~ ~ 4 3~J 11111 •~ r- I LI
•~. ~:~:~- . .•... Public-Law94-580, as amended, btitleJUndergtound Storage Tanks (UST). -

ii ‘r iol -~n L .~ ai ~ -~ j~s~ .r~ r oi o ion r~i ~vj~i in~i ~ ~

Deficienciesobserved: ~ Yes’’ Nb~t FC Isstfed1~ (tJ~TJ09~1 idit&i It ii
5IU~iIII~j3 I. I ~tI3

Pursuant torfederabregulations of 40 C~Rii~afl~280~’durmgan in~pectioniom ~n / / w~the following areas
i ...S._ . . - ~ -. ~S~-i 4~ . ~. i .,..s .. I~.... ~- ~, T •t~t 1~ Lf ~ -.of concem.were’observed at.~’our faci1-ity~Fhe’ EPA- wishes to~work.cooperativelyrwith you as.th~ owner and/or!operatorof6.

.br.. ~1i - n-~ ~. .~irf~jJ ‘~ii fr-jinnii mn r~i~ i, ~iIi~r .ii~ -~ -.this facihty.to.res~1ve any deficiencies and:requests that documentation demonstrating compliance be submitted by.the date
~ ~iI1~” .119 . .iric~flnoim tnf3cn . . SI? . ~r 4~ -T mj~ ~•iwn rn,
~ •. rTrqq . . - . I - ...

iencji?J]c ni ii ~A. ~~ I~;i - ‘- r / ~~ ~‘ - . c~~~Bf 1w :(~
••• - ikJ ab~yi.’~tr ‘: •b 11 ~ 1’ i)’~.I. •~j •~‘ ~ - -.~&ciq~~.idIn~ ~i~-

-. ill lni?ni i/i ~ ni / t ‘in ~i I .~ I ~bi f~ / /
§280 “.‘ ~ni a §280

~4 E see l~ack f~ seecor~ment ~ ~~ ~ D~Wn~nT~j~f
DeJIE~zency 2. i b c~J Co~Pe~t~B)’6~ I~OI .Aiup~b~. D~ficzencp~5”’ ~° ~ ‘iCorrec~ttBy -~I l (fl

-~ r, ‘~ • ~ oil’ c.nr~ji~ q ‘<nt~ .1 . ;il-’i~io:h~q nolli .- ..thuibnii’. . ...~ 1p1 m~ ~ ~ ~
•1 . -. :‘. ~ 51 /?1 I ~ii t~l IRI (I . ~- •.: .. S / 1

280•~ji,~,1in~~ rj’. ‘.~ .s;ri V~;~,--W1 :(I1 ~o.::~28Q~q~.2, ~ ~ i.. ~ ~ ~
~-‘ ~i ‘vii ~t ,~ ~ : .~~ i,,, ~e~~ ~ . ~. ~ep~qo~ment~

Deficzency2’S’.!i?P.._ Correct-By D~JIczency.6 Correct—By 1 1 11
n~i b ~i ~i • - . -jo ~ v~-~iqs;t,wn~ c•~iiIi.” :. ,1 - -~ lJflv oJ~ifl l~im~ :~ I~y ri iir~! ~j ‘(I ~)(~) ~

1’~ Ecu~A :..J.i ~. .i.yc’-Zcnc&~/~s iso(~’i) .~ . mini noi~immv~,’/a-t4r1,’,~:f ~!

§280. •v n’~~m ~ii ri ml - . §280. . in w ‘“ ci’ qui’.

~ ~ ~“ a l~ ~ ‘-: see back •see comment see back see comment.
. . I; .. .. . . —

301b . lu~i •‘.;fl)S,i fs~ob i.~gl~ :a) li~ ‘. . ~~dñ g ‘nil ~ii ii’d]’-’~-: ~ I iu!~’ :‘I I d :i~
-Comments: i ,,, “125 •~ ~ ~ h t’~’ • ~.‘t.. :. ~ ‘fl XLi~,l5 (1911 liii ni~ I

‘2 i ~ &se~vw—4i 7/AI-~; i-ô~ t~ro1~€-~--
~ ‘‘Cl •S.?l ‘I) ~t~)3iiii511 II, I - 71’’ -. -ii .~ U 31 11111 ‘i”. .U!12j~. . l_ZiIt’•’l”. ~ ll~llI~5 -, - ‘, ~ “~ - U•~ i~Tcv.t i~1~ 3iJ/AL/f~i ~ Ara-:~j)~aV~’~- ~~o.’aj zc~e~ ~ ~

bC~i~~r Th ~~ r~s.- ~
ci ni n@i/’~IiiP Is ‘5~ 7~ I c’iI~& tbbbI,~2.. ~

.m ;wt~i.: : Am. ‘i)’!I 111W-i 3~’ : ,‘ 1 I,I.uJrrI’ - ..-- J~IIil I,vIO1S! ‘‘.

. . - - -- - - ~UI , . .- - . - “.5-, . . s_ir” ‘12 ~ 3 1,’ I i ( ci 1 1 30 iii U I I Iii

:~••“~ V’””: I, c;~•~ ~ ..~ fIllfI~ ‘j
1’ -~ . ~~ -.... 0’ I .....~,,.S I . ~ ~li

- •~~a1iI >‘ i ~flfY (3 ‘1 8 31lJ1ibI’~5 .. .. .01T1OrI lnLW ~3X) 01 Jo )L~.TJLç3.
- ‘~ - ‘iuaob - •~‘ i’lo’ • - - i ~. ~ ‘trnui~b - ~‘i rL

-. -. - . . .-. ii . If “. —. - - I: .. -- .

- . ii) I I II ‘1 - 1’ 11 I In I I I S d Ill LI) I ~I .1 12 Si Ii II ISIL• Ill .1 I

. . . .ib~- ~‘ ‘r.~ fi~’~ -. .- - . ,• .o~i o~3itf.’1o ‘i~’~

. . IflO fl11 - ,.(JJ1’ 11
- ~ I ~f I- ~l . - — — ~~I’ ~ ‘~ :~ fl ‘.2 S~ ~I’12 ‘I) - 4i 3 •5~ fl” - II I 4 (h’i I.

: om ,i Ii :‘~ .‘ ‘-iO..’ icii1~--~ I. - “-•‘?3111_ii - ill Ji ~~l’:’
- , IS ‘1)15111211 -. - - - SiIII12ISIIIf12I “‘-.5.-,.

‘:- - - - - - - - I , , . I

Facility ID and Name: - . X~.%~’3I Date ‘ r n~• ~ 1~i~ñe;Ii’i4Out: - 1’~ °“Iri~p~tor!~’11 -

~(E’~t~4_ i~q~k~r ~ 1~~/2Li//3.. . . ~—g ~) - -~ -~o~
Address t “r~i Facility Repres~n~atjyç )
E1~ ~ ‘4i~—~--~~i —--~5.~5 ~ -, - -. -D~ ..

~ ‘Jill ~( - -.. - 31•

/ I .,-“[ ,7’ / signatzh ~‘~ad~speccor Agency ~., I iPhone # i) 1

~iz?’iatre~m,E-1f~11ty representative) signature of assisting representati~e Agency Phone #

• .:

—I
‘I’
I—.

‘l— -

‘- /-I- . - •‘ 5t .1 I. •. ~o~rsi 1J.((t Ii- ~Tj’ - -i 5~O~I~ I ‘. - ,.j - ii.-. i’jjçip .ig.
The facts established by this inspection~vii1 be~r~iewed by~personnelin the EPA ~egion,9~Office:;.~ flnal determination:of your facilityj’cornphance,,.
with the EPA regulations will be made as a result of this review The review may reveal additional deficiencies —

- ,) ñ * lii 111- - - ., n )e, ‘,‘ i, i,.i~ I 3i1U .“ - I ‘~ i.i” iii IT (I - I -

R~gion-lX-Form-944 - CANARY-US EPACOPY
- , •54

-- —I~ Page-..àf~ ,:



U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region IX
- .~4 ~i u.~t.4., t

75 Hawthorne Street(ENF-2-2),.San Francisco, CA 941:05
ir~ ii~ r ) i~ ii

iNSTt~U~TIONS SuWmi?~ldcumé’ntation to U’ ST~EPAzan’~l thet impI~m~ntiWo ‘~Qn~~ th’at~’al I’the d&rections reqti~red
- . “ ~flh~1 9~. 101 . 01 1 fliT’ 911341 ~ w-~ ii ~-.. ‘~‘~ •~I~’

for each deficiency have”been”.met. These requirements are noted below and oq the front of this form.. The deadline for completion is
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US EPA Region 9 - UST Inspection Checklist Date:

I. Owner Name II. Facility Name

Tribe: I SAzff ~Q iv~ ~JLft&fLL.., AA~~ r/~J LIL I Address: /-fr~ 4 ~~7 C,ii ft’4~~ c “I

Address: q~,, ~ € ‘~“~ ‘~‘4~

. City: 5~mq-Ic~ State: ? 1 Zip Code:

City: f <, O773 p~q—L( State: Zip Code: I 7~2 5~J Operator: f Phone #: 7
Contact Person: j9j4aj ~ Phone#: IL,~ 3/~ /~f~ Email:

Email: ~,jc:!_ i/Pittuf~t., 4,t~i- ~ Facility lD#:I314~J o~43 Lat.: Long.:~

IIl.TANKINFORATION TANK# 1 2 3
Is tank Active (A), Temporarily Closed (TC), Permanently Closed (PC), Out of Use (OU) 4
What Month and Year was Tank Installed fl Estimated fl Known
Specify Type and Material of Construction of Tank(s) ~ g~(,— ~ 9w~- i~c.
What is the Capacity in Tank (in gallons) c2f) ~( t~2~ I~ ~
D - Diesal, S - Super Premium, R - Regular Unleaded, MG - Mid-grade, W - Waste Oil ft 1)

Release Detection
IV. TANKS Only 1 of the 7 methods must be checked to be in compliance
Do all active tanks have a monthly release detection method? (Select applicable method below)
Failure to provide release detection method for tank: 280.40(a) = $420. YES El NO

fl. Automatic Tank Gauging (ATG) Complete Section XIII
Q!~ fl Statistical Inventory Reconciliation (SIR) Complete Section XIV

Q~ ~ Groundwater Monitoring (GM) Complete GM Checklist

~ ~ Vapor Monitoring (VM) Complete VM Checklist

QB~ Double Walled Tank with Intersticial Monitoring (IM) Complete IM Section

OR Inventory Control (IC) and Tank Tightness Testing every 5 years for new/upgraded Corn lete IC Checklisttanks, otherwise annual. (Valid only 10 years after CP instillation) p

~ fl Manual Tank Gauging (MTG) (2,000 gallons or less) Complete MTG Checklist

Comments: [
V. PRESSURIZED PIPING Must have an Automatic Line Leak Detector and either Monthly ~ Annual method

Specify Construction Material of Piping: Dv~i .r~ ~

Is pressurized piping equipped with an Automatic Line Leak Detector (LLD)? ~4ES El NO
Failure to equip pressurized piping with automatic line leak detector:280.4 1 (b)(1)(i) = $420 3/e~7/i ‘I El Mechanical El Electronic

Is an annual test of operation of the ELLD or MLLD available during the inspection?
Failure to document calibration, maintenance, and repair of release detection: 280.45(c) = $70 ES NO

Which Leak Detection Method is utilized for the Pressurized Piping System: El Monthly ~ Annually

MONTHLY: ChpR$(Aporopriate Monthly Method

~Secondary Containment w/ Monthly Monitoring (monthly liquid sump sensor print out, or visual log.
~ Ground Water Monitoring (GM)
~ Vapor Monitoring (VM)

fl Automatic Shut Off Device (liquid sensor able to shut down dispensing)
El Statistical Inventory Reconciliation (SIR)
~ Electronic Line Leak Detector put in monthly ‘test mode’ at 0.2 gph

Failure to perform monthly monitoring on pressurizedpiping: 280.4 1(b)(1)(ii): = $420

ANNUALLY: Che$.A~oroiriate Monthly Method

~nnual Line Tightness Testing (LTT) conducted by certified contractor

Electronic Line Leak Detector put in annual ‘test mode’ of 0.1 gph 3/27 /it~
Failure to have annual LTTor perform monthly monitoring on pressurized piping :280.41 (b)(1)(ii).

Comments:



VI. SUCTION PIPING Only 1 of the 3 methods needs to be checked to be in compliance

Specify Construction Material of Piping:

Conduct LLT every 3 years - Failure to conduct LIT on suction piping:~g~jib1f2f $420 El YES [1 NO

.QR~. Documented as intrinsically safe (i.e. having only one c~i~ck1~lve directly under pump, ~ YES ~ NO
slope of pipe to drain back to tanks, operates at l~th~I~i atmospheric pressure)?

QBL. Approved Monthly Method (cont. alarm sJ~te1~automatic shut off device, automatic ~ YES ~ NO
flow restrictor, SIR) .~...—

Failure to use monthly monitori~g.~fliEuction piping: 280.4 1(b)(2) = $420 1\ 7k 9~j~
Comments: f ~ J
VII. RECORD KEEPING
Has a notification form (and certification) been submitted for new tanks within 30 days?
Failure to notify implementing agency within 30 days ofbringing USTsystem into use: 280.22(a) = $420 ~.J j ~ El YES El NO

Have all USTs been included in the notification form? I
Failure to notify agency ofexisting tank:280.22(b) = $420 ,~ [ fr El El NO

Are monthly release detection (RD) records for tanks maintained? (12 months of records)
Failure to maintain records of release detection monitoring:280.45 = $210 i~i YES El NO

Are functionality tests for RD maintained for at least 1 year? (LIT, ATG certification, Probe certification)
Failure to maintain results ofmonitoring and testing of functionality for release detection for 1 year: 280.45(b) = $70 LV YES El NO

Are RD performance claims (e.g., 3rd party certifications) maintained for up to 5 years?
Failure to document all release detection performance claims for5 years after instillation: 280.45(a) = $70 El YES N/A El NO

Have repaired UST5/piping been tightness tested within 30 days of repairs?
Failure to ensure that repaired tank systems are tightness tested within 30 days:280.33(d) = $420 El YES N/A El NO

Comments:

VIII. SPILL AND OVERFILL PROTECTION
Does the facility have spill prevention and is it functioning properly?
Failure to use spill prevention for new system 280.20(c) or existing system 280.21(d) = $420 ES EjNO
Is overfill prevention device present and operational? V
Failure to install adequate overfill prevention equipment in a new tank:280.20(c)(1)(ii) = $210 El Flapper I~EaIl Float Audible Alarm

Comments:

IX - A. TEPORARY CLOSURE
Is there 1 “or less product in each tank? (If not empty, leak detection is required)
Failure to comply with temporary closure requirements for system for3 or more months: 280.70(b) = $420 El YES El NO

Are vent lines left open and functional; are all other lines, pumps, man ways, and ancillary equipn,ei~ capped?
Failure to comply with temporary closure requirements for system for 3 or more months:280.70(b) = $5fV El YES El NO

Has corrosion protection been maintained? (for new or -~

Failure to continue operation and maintenance ofcorrosion protection system: 280.70(a) =

Has release detection been maintained? (required if tanks have more than 1
Failure to continue operation and maintenance ofrelease detection method:285~0~

Is the UST system upgraded if the facility has been ‘Temporarily cIo~ for more than 12 months?
Failure to permanently close or upgrade a temporarily closed tank sy55n~after 12 months:280.71 (C) = $42 El YES El NO

Comments:

IX - B. PERMANENT CLOSURE
Has a notification form for closure or chanq~6f service been submitted?
Failure to notify implementing agency ofa5p≤iire or change-in-service: 280.71 (a) = $420 El YES El NO

has the tank been removed from thy~round or filled with an Inert solid for tank closure?
Failure to remove closed tank frorn)j~’ground or fill tank with an inert solid for tank closure:280.71 (b) = $420 El YES El NO

‘,ments:



X. FINANCIAL RESPONSIBILITY (FR)

Does facility have required pollution prevention insurance? —~ / “ ES
Failure to comply with FR requirements by the required phase-in-time: 280.93(a) = $210 42 / ~ f ,i~ ~ NO

Comments:

XI. SIGNIFICANT OPERATION COMPLIANCE (SOC)

Is facility in Soc with release prevention (RP) requirements? /
(To determine SOC status, review section VIII arid section XII only.) ~~/YES NO
All applicable entries must be answered YES to be in SOC. L~J

Is facility in SOC with release detection (RD) requirements?
(review section lV ~ and VI of the general checklistAND appropriate specific RD method checklist (GM, lM, IC, MG). YES ~ NO
All applicable entries must be answered YES to be in SOC

Comments:

XII. CATHODIC PROTECTION (Tank and Piping)

Is the UST system utilizing CP, if required?
Instillation ofan improperly designed and constructed metal tanks that fails to meet corrosion
protection standards:280.20(a)(2) = $420 fl YES N/A El NO
Failure to provide any cathodic protection to metal piping: 280.20(b) (2) = $420 __

Failure to perform replacement upgrade, or closure for existing substandard tank system: 280.21(a) $1300
(All penalties may be multiplied by the number or tanks and/or piping runs in violation.)

Are any metal connections (piping joints, swing joints, fittings, connections, etc.) either /
cathodically protected or not in contact with the soil or ground? 7 ~ YES fl NO
Failure to install a properly designed cathodic protection system: 280.20(a) (2) (ii) = $420 /7 ___________________________________

What is the instillation date of the Cathodic Protection System? 1
Comments:f // g~

A. Impressed Current (Tank and Piping)

Does rectifiers electrical source provide power 24 hours a day, 7 days ayw~ek?
Failure to operate and maintain corrosion protection system continuously~3~O.3 1(a) = $210 fl YES fl NO

Look at Clock in rectifier box to determine if rectifier has been ~Wied off or without power longer than 60 DAYS. (If clock has been turned off,
the inspector can work backwards to the inspection date and c,fr~late a reasonable estimate of what the clock hours should be)

Are VOLTAGE and AMP readings documented every 6OØAYS for the past 1 year? YES N
Failure to inspect impressed current system eve,’,’ 60 days~j,.2~&3 1(c) = $210 0
Are tightness test records verifying tanks and ~~jpfng were tightness tested within
30 DAYS of repair completion? (not requir~for tank using monthly monitoring) fl YES ~ NO
Failure to ensure that repaired tank system is 94itness tested within 30 days ofcompletion ofrepair: 280.33(d) = $420
Has appropriate monitoring been coj~d&ted within 6 MONTHS of installation? YES N
Failure to inspect impressed current s~pt~m every 60 days: 280.31(c) = $210 0

Has appropriate monitoring b_Q~’n conducted every 3 YEARS after initial monitoring? YES N
Failure to ensure proper operØn ofcathodic protection system:280.3 1 (b)(1) = $210 0

Are records on file for ~monitoring results (tests required every 3 years) YES N
Failure to maintain re5øfds ofcathodic protection inspections: 280.31(d) = $70

Does the most ~$~nt CP system test show that corrosion protection was adequate (-850 MV) and
that any no~j~ssing results were promptly investigated and corrected to achieve a passing result? fl YES ~ NO
Failure t~7t~ure proper operation ofcathodic protection system: 280.31(b) = $210

Co)P~4nts:f



~Yc~
B. Galvanic Protection - ANODES (tank only)

Has the CP system been tested within the last 3 YEARS? Y NO
Failure to ensure proper operation ofcathodic protections system: 280.3 1(b)(1) = $210

Does the most recent CP system test show that corrosion protection was adequate (-850 MV) and
that any non-passing results were promptly investigated and corrected to achieve a passing result? 7’ ~ YES ~ NO
Failure to ensure proper operation Ofcathodic protection system:280.3 1(b) = $210
Are tightness test records verifying tanks and piping were tightness tested within /7

DAYSof repair completion? (not required for tank using monthly monitoring) fl YES ~ NO
Failure to ensure that repairedtank system is tightness tested within 30 days ofcompletion ofrepair: 280.33J41= $420
Has testing been conducted within 6 MONTHS of any repair to CP system?
(must be completed by a corrosion expert) fl YES fl NO
Failure to test cathodic protection system within 6 months ofrepair ofan USTsystem:280.33(e.~/S2 10

Comments: j
C Internal Lining (tank only) ,,Z ~ ~4/ r~

Verifythat the Internal Lining was re-inspected within 1 0YEA~S≤fter instaiia~jn and
every 5 YEARS thereafter? 7’ [] YES [E] NO
Failure to meet interior lining inspection requirements fo~5~3k.d~grade:280.21(b)(1)(ii) = $210

Did the tank pass the internal lining re-inspe , was QN~ of the following done:

. fl Lining aried
. odic Protection System installed (if tanks metal thickness is ~ 75 % original thickness

• Tank permanently closed

Has the int~9al1ining been inspected by a procedure acceptable to the jurisdiction? ~ YES ~ NO

Co7~:f

Xlii AUTOMATICTANKGUAGING SY-STEM, if applicable -

Release detection monitoring system requirements for Probability of Detection (PD = 95%) and Probability. of False Alarm (PEA 5%) must be met.
Older ATG systems may not have the 3rd partycertification documenting compliance with the PD/PEA requirements. Such systems must conduct
Inventory Control as part of their method implementation.

Manufacturer, Name and Model Number of system: 7L, ~
,.—~ cIhL~O

Duration of test: .2. hr Type of test: ~2. gph

Are monthly monitoring and testing records available for the past 1 2 months? ~‘~s ~ NO
Failure to maintain results ofmonitoring for release detection for at least one year: 280.45(b)’= $70

Can ATG system detect a leak of 0.2 gph or less? (note: review manufacturer’s product claims) ~4~s fl NO
Failure to adequately operate or or maintain automatic tank gauging system: 280.43(d)(1) = $210

~ Is the 3rd party certification for the ATG system available? (must be kept for 5 years after installation) ~J ~ YES ~ NO
Failure to document all release detection performance claims for5 years after installation: 280.45(à) = $70 V /fiç

Does documentation exist showing that the ATG was in test mode within its certification limits
(i.e. size of tank, duration, etc.) a minimum of once a month? (review 3rd party certification and ~ YES fl NO
compare with actual receipts) . . /A
Failure to maintain documentation ofcompliance with release detection requirements: 280.34(b) (4) = $70
Is monitoring box accessible and operational (power is on, roll of.paper exists, etc.)? Was ATG in
test mode within its certification limits a minimum of once a month? ~“S’ES fl NO
Inadequate operation and maintehance ofautomatic tank gauging system: 280.43(d) = $420
Was a sufficient amount of product in each tank for monthly test to be considered valid? (many tank gauges
have limitations on the volume and product that must be in the tank in order to conduct the test) YES fl NO
Inadequate operation and maintenance ofautomatic tank gauging system:280.43(d) = $420
Is documentation available verifying method meets minimum
of 0.20 gph with probability of detection of 95% and of false alarm of 5%?
Failure to document all release detection performance claims of5 years after instailation:.280.45(a) = $70..
Are monthly monitoring and testing records available for the past 12 months?
Failure to maintain results ofmonitoring release detectiOn for at least 1 year: 280.45(b) = $70

Comments: [



e

Vendor/Software Name:

TankCapacir~: _______________________

Criteria for reporting a suspected release:
A single analysis indicating a leak or failed test.
Inconclusive results indicate Non-compliance with monthly leak detection requirements
Statistical analysis performed every month? s.—’. fl YES fl NO
Failure to monitor tanks at least every 30 days: 280.41(a) = $420

Inventory conducted according to SIR providers specifications? N fl YES ~ NO

Is dip stick graduate to 118”? Is dip stick end worn or split? fl YES fl NO

Does totalizer on dispenser show the annual calibration check (wei~~ad~ measures seal?) ~ YES ~ NO

Is documentation available verifying method meets minimumjwtfàrmance standards of detecting -

a release of 0.20 gph with probability of detection of 95%~ndprobability of false alarm of 5% fl YES fl NO
(Review 3rd party certification)? Note: It must be kep~jW~ years.
Failure to document all release detection performanc~cldT~ns for 5years after instillation: 280.45(a) = $70
Are monthly monitoring and testing recor~s8cailable for the past 12 months? ~ YE~ fl NO
Failure to maintain results ofñ~onitorin~~le~e detection for at least 1 year: 280.45(b) = $70

Are monthly monitoring analyjidl results returned to the ownerloperator in a timely period? ~ YES ~ NO
(i.e. 10 days or less)

Comments:

2f~ft~




